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EPA/UTDERR Review Comments – Northwest Oil Drain, Segment #1, Sampling and Analysis Plan (SAP) and Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP)


General Comment:


1. The EPA/UT DERR supports the removal of impacted sediments from Segment #1 of the Northwest Oil Drain, but believes additional detail is necessary prior to accepting the SAP/QAPP and proposed cleanup plan.  The specific comments outlined below are designed to help provide the additional detail.


Specific Comments:


1. Page 1, Section 1.0, Introduction, First Paragraph: The document discusses sampling, but makes no mention of the proposed remedial action.  To address this comment, please add language to the effect “The Remedial Action Plan outlines how Segment #1 of the Northwest Oil Drain will be addressed to meet the cleanup standards.  The RAP contains a SAP/QAPP outlining confirmation sampling procedures and quality assurance requirements.”

2. Page 1, Section 1.0, Introduction, Second Paragraph: This section uses the term “quality assurance/quality control samples” as if it were referring to confirmation sampling.  Whereas later sections, such as section 2.2, use the term “confirmation sampling” to outline post-removal sampling and quality assurance/quality control samples to outline samples collected to ensure the data is of sufficient quality.  To address this comment, please revise this section and corresponding sections to be consistent and to clearly articulate the difference between confirmation samples and quality assurance/quality control samples.


3. Page 3, Section 1.3, SAP/QAPP Organization: Please include a sentence indicating the proposed remedial activities are outlined in Attachment A.


4. Page 6, Section 3.2, Canal Bottom (Visual) Inspection, Last Paragraph: During previous meetings, it was indicated that field personnel would not be allowed in the excavated canal due to health and safety concerns.  This is an important point to note in this section as it impacts the visual inspection procedures.  In areas that are not clearly visible from the banks (due to distance or seepage water for example), please indicate if the excavator will be mobile enough along the 200 foot segment to allow the EPA/DERR to request “spot checks” of a specific area(s).  In this instance, a representative of either agency may request the excavator excavate a bucket full of soil from a specific area(s) so the soil can be visually inspected up close, instead of perhaps 20-30 feet away. 


5. Page 7, Section 3.3, Canal Bottom Quantitative (Confirmation) Sampling: Sediment samples should be reported on a “dry weight” basis, rather than a “wet weight” basis as proposed in the text.  Please revise this section and other sections throughout the document to address this comment.


6. Page 8, Section 3.3, Canal Bottom Quantitative (Confirmation) Sampling, First Bullet: The text notes “if the 100/300 criteria are not achieved, the Working Group will apply……..”  This section needs additional clarification.  For the purposes of confirmation sampling, the DERR considers the proposed composite sample to represent the entire 200 foot segment.  If the original composite confirmation sample fails, there is no mention in the text that the entire segment will be subsequently addressed.  Rather, the text notes that grab samples may be collected, but provides little additional detail.  Please discuss in further detail how grab samples will be collected over the entire segment to help evaluate areas of contamination that require further excavation.  In addition, samples should be collected for TPH-DRO and Oil & Grease, not one or the other.   Please revise the text to address this comment.


7. Page 8, Section 3.3, Canal Bottom Quantitative (Confirmation) Sampling, Third Bullet: The final depth of the excavation should be consistent with the “Administrative Order on Consent.”  Please revise the text to address this comment.


8. Page 8, Section 3.3, Canal Bottom Quantitative (Confirmation) Sampling, Sixth Paragraph, First Sentence: The discussion about “re-sampling” to be performed appears to be inconsistent with the previous bulleted items.  Please revise the text to elaborate on the “re-sampling” or make the text consistent from section to section. 

9. Page 8, Section 3.3, Canal Bottom Quantitative (Confirmation) Sampling, Sixth Paragraph: To make this section clearer, please replace the term “grab” as it relates to the confirmation sample transects and replace it with “aliquots.”  In addition, please add language to the text that “the aliquots, whether from one or two transects, will be combined together and homogenized to form one sample per zone.”


10. Page 9, Section 3.3, Canal Bottom Quantitative (Confirmation) Sampling, Seventh Paragraph, “Example”: Please revise the text to elaborate on this section, since it will be difficult to collect confirmation samples manually if personnel are not allowed in the excavated canal due to health and safety concerns.  As an example, due to the size of the excavator bucket and the distance it will be away from the western portion of the canal, please indicate if the intent is to collect all the aliquots from the individual transects in one continuous excavating motion (from west to east across the canal bottom) and then bring the soil to the surface soil so the material can be placed in the plastic bags or if the intent is to try to collect individual aliquots with the bucket (from west to east).        

11. Page 9, Section 3.3, Canal Bottom Quantitative (Confirmation) Sampling, Seventh Paragraph, “Example”: Please revise the text to clarify whether the soil will be placed in the laboratory supplied containers with dedicated, stainless steel spoons.


12. Page 10, Section 3.3, First Bullet: The term “duplicate sample” is used here, but later sections use the term “replicate sample” to mean the same thing.  To avoid confusion, please revise the text throughout the document to be consistent. 


13. Page 11, Section 3.4, Second Paragraph: Please make note in the text if confirmation samples are proposed to evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed water management system for “contact water.”  From the DERR’s perspective, it makes good management sense to collect data that clearly demonstrates the effectiveness of the proposed remedial technology. 


14. Page 15, Confirmation Testing and Zone Acceptance: The EPA/DERR are committed to reviewing the confirmation data quickly.  However, without the entire data package (including laboratory quality assurance documentation) and reasonable time to review the data package, it is highly unlikely a decision to release a specific zone will be made during the weekly progress meetings.  Please revise the text to address this comment.

15. Page 16, Section 4.5, Project/Task Description: It appears the reference should be to section 3.3, instead of section 3.2.  Please revise the text to address this comment.


16. Page 17, Section 4.6, Quality Objectives and Criteria for Measurement Data:  Typically, the criteria for evaluating the PARCC parameters are established site-specifically so data can be reviewed to ensure its utility.  Please revise the text to discuss the criteria used to evaluate the PARCC parameters.


17. Page 21, Section 5.2.2, Sample Containers: Please revise the text to elaborate when re-sampling for only TPH-DRO or Oil & Grease would be required.


18. Page 25, Section 5.4.1, Laboratory Quality Assurance Program: Please revise the text to note that the laboratory detection limits will be below the cleanup standards established for the site.


19. Page 27, Section 5.5.2, Laboratory Quality Control Samples, First Paragraph: To be consistent with laboratory data reporting from sample to sample, please revise the text to note that a Level III data package with a case narrative will be required.


20. Page A-3, Sediment Processing Area, Site Work: Please revise this section to provide further detail on the Sediment Processing Area.  As an example, please indicate if the processing area will be lined and bermed and with what material.  

21. Page A-3, Site Work, On-site Water Treatment Facility: Please revise the section to provide further detail on the treatment facility.  As an example, please indicate if the treatment train will include a combination of weir tanks, oil/water separators and sand filters or only one or the other.  In addition, please be specific as to the nature of water that will go through it and how the residual sediment will be managed.  Please clarify the performance objectives for the treated water.


22. Page A-3, Site Work: Please revise the text to indicate that trucks traveling along the haul road will be lined and tarp-covered to prevent potentially impacted water from leaving the trucks and being discharged to the ground.


23. Page A-4, Water Management: Please include a statement in this section that all construction water and water potentially in contact with impacted sediment will be treated prior to discharge back to the Northwest Oil Drain.


24. Page A-6, Test Section: Please revise the text to discuss in further detail the proposed air monitoring strategy and procedures to mitigate fugitive emissions and fugitive dust.  In addition, please outline the proposed storm water controls for the site.

25. Page A-7, Section 3.6, Sediment Handling, Transport and Recycling: For disposal purposes, please revise the text to provide more detail as to how the sediment is considered “non-hazardous.”  In addition, please revise the text to note that all trucks leaving the site with impacted sediment will be tarp-covered.       

26. Page A-7, Section 3.6, Sediment Handling, Transport and Recycling: Please revise the text to elaborate how the Sediment Processing Area will be managed.  For example, please discuss when and why sediment will be transferred from one cell to another.  In addition, please discuss how water in this area will be managed to ensure it does not impact the environment.

27. Page A-7, Section 3.7, Demobilization: Please revise the text to clarify when the impacted sediment and debris will be removed from the processing area.  In addition, please indicate if confirmation samples will be collected under the processing areas to demonstrate no impacted material remains.


